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INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY 

EXAMINATION REPORT International application No. PCT/EP 03/50678 

I. Basis of the report 

1 . With regard to the elements of the international application (Replacement sheets which have been furnished to 
the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to in this report as "originally filed" 
and are not annexed to this report since they do not contain amendments (Rules 70. 16 and 70. 1 7)): 

Description, Pages 

1-21 as originally filed 

Claims, Numbers 

1-15 as originally filed 

Drawings, Sheets 

1 /7-7/7 as originally filed 

2. With regard to the language, all the elements marked above were available or furnished to this Authority in the 
language in which the international application was filed, unless othenwise indicated under this item. 

These elements were available or fumished to this Authority in the following language: , which is: 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of the international search (under Rule 23.1 (b)). 

□ the language of publication of the international application (under Rule 48.3(b)). 

□ the language of a translation furnished for the purposes of intemational preliminary examination (under 
Rule 55,2 andybr 55.3). 

3. With regard to any nucleotide and/or amino acid sequence disclosed in the international application, the 
international preliminary examination was carried out on the basis of the sequence listing: 

□ contained in the international application In written form. 

□ filed together with the international application in computer readable form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in written form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority in computer readable form. 

□ The statement that the subsequently furnished written sequence listing does not go beyond the disclosure 
in the international application as filed has been furnished. 

□ The statement that the information recorded in computer readable fomi is identical to the written sequence 
listing has been fumished. 

4. The amendments have resulted in the cancellation of: 

□ the description, pages: 

□ the claims, Nos.: 

□ the drawings, sheets: 
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5. □ This report has been established as if (some of) the amendments had not been made, since they have 

been considered to go beyond the disclosure as filed (Rule 70.2(c)). 

(Any replacement sheet containing such amendments must be referred to under item 1 and annexed to this 
report.) 

6. Additional observations, If necessary: 

V. Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, Inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

1. Statement 

Novelty (N) Yes: Claims 

No: Claims 1,11.13,14.15 

Inventive step (IS) Yes: Claims 

No: Clalnns 1.11.13,14.15 

Industrial applicability (lA) Yes: Claims 1,11.13,14.15 

No: Claims 

2. Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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Re Item V 

Reasoned statement with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 

Reference is made to the following document, cited in the internationai search report : 
D1 : WO 00/64172 A (MICROSOFT CORP) 26 October 2000 (2000-1 0-26) 

The present application does not meet the criteria of Article 33(1) PCT, because the 
subject-matter of independent claims 1, 11, 13, 14 and 15 is not new in the sense of Article 
33(2) PCT. 

1 . Independent claim 1 

The document D1 discloses : 

an interactive television process applicable to a system where at least one transmitting 
station transmits programmes to receivers (see abstract), comprising 

a) reception, in one of said receivers, of a startup application (the trigger) and of a normal 
application (the television video), and triggering of said startup application causing 
execution of steps b) to d) below (see page 3 lines 8-12, page 6 lines 13-15, page 14 lines 
3-5 and 10-13) 

b) testing for the presence in a memory of said receiver of at least one file of additional 
data (the rules, see page 3 lines 14-16, page 6 lines 16 and 17, page 10 lines 3-18) 

c) in the absence of said file of additional data in said memory, starting up of the normal 
application (see page 3 lines 17-20, page 6 lines 21-26, page 10 lines 16 and 17) 

d) if said file of additional data is present in said memory, starting up of an improved 
application (the merged Web content and television video) using said file of additional data 
(see page 3 lines 16 and 17, page 5 line 34 - page 6 line 2, page 6 lines 18-20, page 7 
lines 14-32, page 14 lines 16-30). 

Therefore, the subject matter of independent claim 1 is not new. 
In the above reasoning, the following has been considered : 

- the trigger, which identifies the information resource and indicates how information from 
the information resource is to be displayed (see abstract), is seen as an application, the 
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term "application" being not more precisely defined in the claim; 

- the normal application received by the receiver is the broadcast television video, while the 
improved application corresponds to the result of merging the infomiation from the 
infonrnation resource and the television video; 

- there is a test of the presence in the receiver memory of rules, i.e. a file of additional data 
(see page 10 lines 3-18); 

- using these rules, the improved application is started up. 

Should the interpretation of the startup application as being the trigger broadcast along 
with the television video in D1 be regarded as too far fetched, then the subject matter of 
claim 1 would differ from this document D1 in that a startup application is received at one 
of the receivers, is triggered and is causing the execution of the steps b) to d) above, i.e. 
testing for the presence of additional data at said receiver, and starting up the 
normal/improved application in the absence/presence of these additional data respectively. 
The objective problem derived from these distinguishing features could then be considered 
as how to cause the execution of the testing and application starting up steps - steps b) to 
d) The solution to this problem proposed in claim 1 could not be regarded as involving an 
inventive step (Article 33(3) PCT) because it would represent merely one of several 
straightfoHA/ard possibilities from which the skilled person would select, in accordance with 
circumstances, without the exercise of inventive skill, in order to provoke the execution of 
the steps mentioned. Therefore, the subject matter of claim 1 would not involve an 
inventive step in the sense of Article 33(3) PCT. 

While the present application solves the general problem of starting the appropriate 
version of an application in a receiver, this general problem is not to be confused with the 
objective problem derived from a problem-and-solution approach, i.e. the problem 
associated with the features distinguishing the claimed invention from the closest prior art, 
and mentioned above. 

It is to be noted that both document D1 and the claimed invention have similar technical 
effects, i.e. to offer variable levels of information to receivers (see page 12 lines 15-29 in 
D1 and page 6 line 28 - page 7 line 4 in the application). 

2. Independent claim 1 1 



Forni PCT/Separate SheeV409 (Sheet 2) (EPO-Aprll 1997) 



INTERNATIONAL PRELIMINARY International application No. PCT/EP 03/50678 
EXAMINATION REPORT - SEPARATE SHEET 



The same reasoning as in point 1 . applies, nnutatis mutandis, to the subject-matter of the 
corresponding independent claim 1 1 , which therefore is also considered not new or not 
inventive. 



3. Independent claim 1 3 
Document D1 discloses : 

a process for transmitting applications by a broadcasting station to interactive television 
receivers (see abstract), wherein said applications comprise a startup application (the 
trigger) and a normal application (the television video, see page 3 lines 8-12, page 6 lines 
13-15, page 14 lines 3-5 and 10-13), said startup application being intended to cause a 
test for the presence in a memory of at least one of said receivers, of at least one file of 
additional data (the rules, see page 3 lines 14-16, page 6 lines 16 and 17, page 10 lines 3- 
1 8), as well as to start up the normal application in the absence of said file of additional 
data (see page 3 lines 17-20, page 6 lines 21-26, page 10 lines 16 and 17) and to start up 
an improved application (the merged Web content and television video) using said file of 
additional data if said file is present (see page 3 lines 16 and 17, page 5 line 34 - page 6 
line 2, page 6 lines 18-20, page 7 lines 14-32, page 14 lines 16-30), said transmitting 
process preferably being intended to implement said interactive television process in 
accordance with claim 1 . 

Therefore, the subject matter of independent claim 13 is not new. 

A similar reasoning as in point 1 . above to demonstrate the lack of inventive step of claim 
13 would also apply here, if the interpretation of the start up application as being the trigger 
broadcast along with the television video in D1 were regarded as too far fetched. 

4. Independent claim 14 

The same reasoning as in point 3. applies, mutatis mutandis, to the subject-matter of the 
corresponding independent claim 14, which therefore is also considered not new or not 
inventive. 
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5. Independent claim 15 

The reasoning in points 1 . or 3. Is applicable to show the lack of novelty or inventive step 
of independent claim 1 5. 
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